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THE EFFORT TO PROVIDE CONSTITUTIONAL EQUALITY FOR WOMEN 
HERE IN THE UNITED STATES ENTERS A NEW PHASE THIS YEAR, AND 
CHRIS KERN HAS A BACKGROUND REPORT. 

VOICE: 

EQUAL RIGHTS FOR AMERICAN WOMEN -- FOR SOME YEARS NOW A 
WARMLY DEBATED ISSUE OF SUBSTANCE -~ COULD BECOME A PRECEDENT 
IN CONSTITUTIONAL PROCEDURE AS A RESULT OF THE LATEST TACTIC 
BY FEMINIST GROUPS TO PASS A WOMEN'S RIGHTS AMENDMENT TO THE 
U.S. CONSTITUTION, 

THE SO-CALLED "EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT" TO THE CONSTITUTION 
HAS BEEN PASSED BY CONGRESS AND RATIFIED BY 35 OF THE 50 
AMERICAN STATE LEGISLATURES. BUT IT IS STUCK NOW JUST THREE 
STATES SHORT OF THE NECESSARY TWO-THIRDS MAJORITY REQUIRED FOR 
ADOPTION. AND TIME IS RUNNING OUT. A DEADLINE PASSED BY CONGRESS 
ALONG WITH THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT REQUIRES RATIFICATION BY MARCH, 
1979. BUT SINCE NO MAJOR CHANGE IN THE COMPOSITION OF THE 
REMAINING STATE LEGISLATURES CAN BE EXPECTED BEFORE GENERAL 
ELECTIONS ARE HELD NEXT NOVEMBER, THE PROSPECT OF MEETING THAT 
DEADLINE ISN'T VERY GOOD, 

SO SUPPORTERS OF THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT PLAN TO START 
CAMPAIGNING IN THE NEXT FEW WEEKS TO GET CONGRESS TO EXTEND 
THE DEADLINE UNTIL 1986, THEY HAVE ENLISTED THE SUPPORT OF 
THE CARTER ADMINISTRATION ON THE UNDERSTANDING THAT THEY WILL 
CONTINUE TO TRY FOR RATIFICATION BEFORE THE CURRENT DEADLINE. 


BUT THEY HAVE ADDED A NEW CONSTITUTION DIMENSION -- AND A NEW 
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ARGUMENT -- FOR THOSE WHO CLAIM THAT THE WOMEN'S RIGHTS AMEND~ 
MENT ISN'T NEEDED AND THAT, IF IT'S PASSED, IT MIGHT CAUSE ALL 
SORTS OF ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL DISRUPTIONS. 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL ARGUMENT HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH THE 
QUESTION OF WOMEN'S RIGHTS. IT IS SASED ON THE PROCEDURE THAT 
HAS BEEN USED FOR MOST OF THE ELEVEN AMENDMENTS ADOPTED IN THIS 
CENTURY. SINCE AN AMENDMENT IS SUPPOSED TO REFLECT THE WILL OF 
A SUBSTANTIAL MAJORITY OF ALL AMERICANS, CONGRESS HAS GENERALLY 
REQUIRED THAT A PROPOSED AMENDMENT BE ACCEPTED BY THE STATES 
WETHIN A SPECIFIED PERIOD OF TIME, TRADITIONALLY SET AT SEVEN 
YEARS. 

WHILE THERE IS NO DOUBT THAT CONGRESS COULD SET A DIFFERENT 
DEADLINE =~ OR NONE AT ALL ~-- THERE IS NO PRECEDENT FOR CHANGING 
A DEADLINE NCE IT HAS BEEN SET. THE IDEA OF SETTING SUCH A 
PRECEDENT BOTHERS EVEN SOME SUPPORTERS OF THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMEND- 
MENT, THE PROBLEM IS THAT FUTURE AMENDMENTS MIGHT BE ADOPTED 
WIHTOUT THE SUPPORT OF A SUBSTANTIAL MAJORITY OF ALL AMERICANS 
BECAUSE RATIFICATION COULD TAKE PLACE ON A PIECEMEAL 8ASIS OVER 
A DRAWN-OUT PERIOD. AND WHILE THE WOMEN'S MOVEMENT PROBABLY 
COMMANDS THE SUPPORT OF MAJORITIES IN BOTH THE SENATE AND THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ON MOST SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES, IT'S NOT 
AT ALL CLEAR THAT IT CAN WIN ON THIS QUESTION OF PROCEDURE. 
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